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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1. Claims 5, 13-14, and 19 are objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of 
improper dependent form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous 
claim. Applicant is required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the 
claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. 

Regarding these claims, each is dependent upon a parent claim that includes a 
provision to include "all components necessary" for proper operation of an electronic 
device using a given language pack, yet also includes a limitation that is inherently 
necessary for proper successful operation of the electronic device. 

Claims 5 and 13-14 include a rules database that includes 
navigational rules for the at least one language; claim 19 recites a 
similar limitation directed to the general rules in using a language. The examiner 
contends that navigational rules are an essential feature for proper successful operation 
of a user interface in any language, and as such are necessarily stored in a manner 
accessible to the device. Further, any such data structure containing the navigational 
rules would be appropriately labeled a "rules database." Therefore, such a feature 
would necessarily be included in the limitation of claims 3, and 13-14 as it is considered 
a "component necessary" for proper successful operation. Claim 19 is similarly 
objected to, since any data structure containing the rules of operation for a language 
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would similarly be labeled a "rules database," and similarly would be necessarily 
included in the limitations of claim 19. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 3, 12, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite in that each fails to point out what is included or excluded by the claim 
language. This claim is an omnibus type claim. 

Regarding claim 3, the phrase, "all components necessary for the 
electronic device to use the language supported by the language 
data package" does not distinctly claim the subject matter of the invention because it 
is unclear what the inventive entity deems "necessary" for use of the language. 
Furthermore, the examiner contends that it is an inherent property of any device using a 
language that the device comprises all components necessary for proper use. 
Therefore, the examiner contends that claim 3 is necessarily vague and indefinite 
because it is unclear what components of such a device would be considered 
"necessary" for proper operation, but would not be included as an essential feature of 
the device. 
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Regarding claim 12 and 18, these claims contain similarly phrased omnibus 
statements and are considered vague and indefinite for the same reasons as applied 
above to claim 3. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-5, 9, 12, and 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by US Patent Application 2002/0052910 hereinafter referred to as Bennett. 

Regarding claim 1, Bennett discloses an electronic device supporting one 
language, comprising: 

• a memory (Fig. 3, elements 24, 54; Page 3, paragraphs 0025-0026) ; 

• at least one language data package [resource module] 
located within the memory having an image file [resource] 
that contains data on the at least one language (Fig. 1, 
elements 76, 82; Page 1, paragraph 0007; Page 4, paragraph 0033); 
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• a pack manager [resource loader], wherein the pack manager 
is used for loading and unloading the at least one 
language pack into and out of memory (Page 1 , paragraph 
0007; Page 2, paragraph 0013; Page 5, paragraph 0041); and 

• wherein the at least one language data package can be 
loaded and accessed by the electronic device without 
having to perform a system re-boots (Page 4, paragraph 
0031-0032). 

It is noted by the examiner that the term "re-boot" is directed to a complete 
re-initialization of system resources, often within the context of a system re-start. 
The disclosure of Bennett includes the condition of loading data without having to 
re-initialize all system resources (Page 4, paragraph 0031). 

Regarding claim 2, Bennett discloses all limitations in claim 1 as applied above, 
and further discloses additional language data packages may be loaded 
into the electronic device without recompilation of the 
electronic device's software (Page 2, paragraphs 0012-0013; Page 4, 
paragraph 0032). 

It is noted by the examiner that though Bennett does not explicitly disclose 
loading of language data packages without the need for recompilation, this is implied by 
disclosing the operation of the resource loader after dynamic version checking 
operations to ensure compatibility in real-time. 



Application/Control Number: 

10/663,305 

Art Unit: 2626 



Page 6 



Regarding claim 3, Bennett discloses all limitations of claim 1 as applied above, 
and further discloses the at least one language data package comprises 
all components necessary for the electronic device to use the 
language supported by the language data package (Page 1, paragraphs 
0006-0007) . 

Though Bennett does not explicitly teach that all required components for use of 
a language data package are included, this is implied by the existence of a working 
system using said language. 

Regarding claim 4, Bennett discloses all limitations of claim 3 as applied above, 
and further discloses the at least one language data package further 
comprises character font sets to support the at least one 
language (Page 1 , paragraph 0006) . 

Regarding claim 5, Bennett discloses all limitations of claim 3 as applied above, 
and further discloses the at least one language data package further 
comprises a rules database that includes navigational rules for 
the at least one language (Page 1, paragraph 0006; Page 2, paragraph 0012). 

Though this is not explicitly disclosed by Bennett, it is implied in the disclosure of 
each alternate resource corresponding to a specific interface (Page 2, paragraph 0012), 
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as each interface will inherently have navigational rules that will conduct operation in 
response to user input. 

Regarding claim 9, Bennett discloses all limitations of claim 1 as applied above 
and further discloses the electronic device comprises a radio 
communication device (Page 3, paragraph 0024) . 

It is noted by the examiner that though Bennett does not explicitly disclose the 
necessary inclusion of a component device for radio communication, it is inherent (RF 
transmission) in wireless communication (Page 3, paragraph 0024). 

Regarding claim 12, Bennett discloses a radio communication device (Page 3, 
paragraph 0024) supporting at least one language that comprises: 

• a memory (Fig. 3, elements 24, 54; Page 3, paragraphs 0025-0026); 

• a language data pack [resource module] located within the 
memory, wherein the language data pack comprises an image 
file [resource] that contains data on the at least one 
language (Fig. 1, elements 76, 82; Page 4, paragraph 0033), 

• the language data pack further comprising all components 
necessary for the radio communication device to use the 
language supported by the language data pack (Page 1, paragraph 
0007) . 
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Though Bennett does not explicitly teach that all required components for use of 
a language data package are included, this is implied by the existence of a working 
system. 

Regarding claim 13, Bennett discloses all limitations of claim 12 as applied 
above, and further discloses the language data pack further comprises a 
rules database which contains rules for using the at least one 
language (Page 1 , paragraph 0006; Page 2, paragraph 0012) . 

Though this is not explicitly disclosed by Bennett, it is implied in the disclosure of 
each alternate resource corresponding to a specific interface (Page 2, paragraph 0012), 
as each interface will inherently have operational rules that will conduct operation in 
response to user input. 

Regarding claim 14, Bennett discloses all limitations of claim 13 as applied 
above, and further discloses the rules database comprises navigational 
rules for the at least one language (Page 1 , paragraph 0006; Page 2, 
paragraph 0012). 

Though this is not explicitly disclosed by Bennett, it is implied in the disclosure of 
each alternate resource corresponding to a specific interface (Page 2, paragraph 0012), 
as each interface will have navigational rules that will conduct operation in response to 
user input. 
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Regarding claim 16, Bennett discloses all limitations of claim 12 as applied 
above, and further discloses the updating of the language data pack does 
not require reloading of applications found in the radio 
communication device (Page 2, paragraphs 0012-0013; Page 4, paragraph 
0032). 

It is noted by the examiner that though Bennett does not explicitly disclose 
updating of language data without the need for reloading an application, this is inherent 
in disclosing the operation of the resource loader after dynamic version checking 
operations to ensure compatibility in real-time. 

Regarding claim 17, this claim is very similar to claim 1 and is rejected for the 
same reasons. 

Regarding claim 18, this claim is very similar to claim 3 and is rejected for the 
same reasons. 

Regarding claim 19, this claim is very similar to claim 5 and is rejected for the 
same reasons. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 7-8, and 10-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bennett. 

Regarding claim 7, Bennett discloses all limitations of claim 3 as applied above, 
and further discloses wherein one of the components in the at least one 
language data package comprises culture specific information 
that further comprises character font sets (Page 1 , paragraph 0006) . 

Bennett only discloses the use of different character font sets, but does not 
explicitly recite the limitation that these character font sets are related to culture specific 
information. However, it is well known in the art that different languages have different 
alphabets, and therefore would require different character font sets to accommodate 
alternative languages, which is shown to be desirable by Bennett (Page 1, paragraph 
0006). Therefore, the examiner contends that it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to implement an electronic device implemented with different 
character font sets to accommodate different languages. 

Regarding claim 8, Bennett discloses all limitations of claim 7 as applied above, 
and further suggests the inclusion of color schemes [templates in a windowed 
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environment] as part of the cultural information associated with a data package 
[resource]. 

Regarding claim 10, Bennett discloses all limitations of claim 9 as applied 
above, and further suggests that language data packages can be updated over-the-air 
in disclosing the operation of the electronic device in a network environment (Fig. 3; 
Page 3, paragraphs 0028) where resources can be stored upon remote storage 
locations (Page 3, paragraph 0029). Such a disclosure implies the ability of the device 
to operate using remote resources available via a network. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , this claim is very similar to claim 10, and is rejected for the 
same reasons. 

It is noted that to one of ordinary skill in the art that the term "tethered" would be 
synonymous with a computer that allows its resources to be controlled remotely via a 
network environment such as disclosed by Bennett as applied above to claim 10. 

5. Claims 6, 15, and 20 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bennett in view of US Patent Application 2004/0049490 hereinafter referred to as 
Milov. 
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Regarding claim 6, Bennett discloses all limitations of claim 5 as applied above, 
and further suggests that the at least one language data package 
comprises key entry rules for text entry (Page 1 , paragraph 0006; Page 
2, paragraph 0012). Though this is not explicitly disclosed by Bennett, it is implied in 
the disclosure of each alternate resource corresponding to a specific interface (Page 2, 
paragraph 0012), as each interface will have navigational rules that will conduct 
operation in response to user input. 

However, Bennett does not sufficiently disclose support for smart text entry. 

Milov discloses the use of smart text entry in an electronic medical database 
system (Page 5, paragraphs 0074-0077). 

The two references are combinable because each teaches a database for storing 
and making available text-based resources. Milov further provides motivation to 
combine in disclosing the utility of smart text in increasing the efficiency and accuracy of 
searching functions in text-oriented databases (Page 2, paragraph 0038; Page 5, 
paragraph 0075). 

Therefore, the examiner contends that it would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the teachings of 
Bennett using the teachings of Milov in order to implement a multi-lingual medical 
database that uses smart text entry in order to increase the efficiency and accuracy of 
the database search functions. 
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Regarding claim 15, Bennett discloses all limitations of claim 12 as applied 
above, but does not disclose the use of a smart text entry database. 

Milov discloses the use of smart text entry in an electronic medical database 
system (Page 5, paragraphs 0074-0077). 

The two references are combinable as applied to claim 5 above, which remains 
applicable to claim 15 as each is directed to the use of smart text entry in an electronic 
database. 

Regarding claim 20, Bennett discloses all limitations of claim 17 as applied 
above, but does not disclose the use of a smart text entry database. 

Milov discloses the use of smart text entry in an electronic medical database 
system (Page 5, paragraphs 0074-0077). 

The two references are combinable as applied to claim 5 above, which remains 
applicable to claim 20 as each is directed to the use of smart text entry in an electronic 
database. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• Borgendale (US Patent 4,731 ,735) teaches a multilingual processor for use in 
providing a user interface. 



Application/Control Number: Page 14 

10/663,305 

Art Unit: 2626 

* 

• Chong (US Patent 5,175,684) teaches an automatic text translation system. 

• Hobson (US Patent 5,694,559) teaches a help system utilizing free text 
queries. 

• Stone (US Patent 5,903,859) teaches a dynamic multi-lingual software 
module system. 

• Vesterinen (US Patent 5,940,790) teaches a multi-lingual interface for a 
telecommunications device. 

• Rettig (US Patent 6,252,589) teaches a multi-lingual operating system 
interface. 

• Lee (US Patent 6,687,736) teaches localization support method for database 
applications. 

• Nova (US Patent Application 2003/01 14885) teaches a portable medical 
device that includes a language-specific interface. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David Kovacek whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
3135. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00am - 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Hudspeth can be reached on (571) 272-7843. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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